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Dear Col&ﬁel Pa]asgpgi?
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DEMAND LETTER °
P o R BRI R 2 TS eyl TSR e SlWmant
. .. The purpose of this letter 1is to addregs_ogtstanding‘;ssues“concerning
the bandling of hazardous wasle 8t the Lake City Army Ammunition Plant
(LCAAP) and to address deficiencies found during hazardous waste compliance
inspections conducted at LCAAP on May 31, ‘1984 by GCA Corporation, an
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) ‘contractor; and June 11,12, and 13,
1984, by EPA personnel. ' ; : s
, S .
Outstsnding isgues to be addreeged_ate as follows: .
(1) This regional office-xecenéiy'tecéivéh verbal npt{ce'from At BE .
EPA's Office of Bolld Waste that off-specification munitions classified ™~ 0
by the U.S. Departament of Transportation (DOT) as Class C explosives do
not meet the definition of a reactive hazardous waste as defined at =&

40 C.F.R. $261,23 snd 10 CSR 25-4.010(4). :8ince you agréed in your July 6,

1984 letter to bandle other off-specification sunitions that are = ¢ -

classified as waste snd do meet the definition of a teact!ve_hazard&us »fﬂf

e——

waste at 30 C.F.R. $261,23 and 10 CSR 25-4.010(4) this ﬁo,léngé::téhains,.i-“

an {ssue. EPA will also use 1ts enforcement ‘discretion and not Tequire
LCAAP to meet existing Interin Status regulations that require hazardous
waste to be stored in closed containers for those off specification ..~
sunitions that are classified as hezardous waste. 'Our discretion is
contingent upon LCAAP following all etandard safety precautions for
- handling such explosives after they are designated as waste.




.- migrate from the waste ganagementwatea'go”thg uppermost aquif

S _ﬁounc_lwag;er wonitoring systen at LCAAP, it was deter

2 ;i"(Z). Tﬁe révis;&téfagu;e_blaﬁsﬂfoﬁ;f' }: c]os
» ‘'waste storage areas, submitted by LCAAP on July 27,71984, -have been'”

ﬁiﬁﬁéiffilbs§d hééafB65;_¢;;iT &

reviewed. Cur only remaining comment conc?%nlhg'theéé'pléhéfié'thét_'
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ross-reference
‘monitoring.wells be:install

." they detect any statistically significant amounts of hazardous

Title 10 CSR 25-7,011(11)(B)(2).

(.- .. RN

" requires in part that; igroundwate

31,7198

% As " Tesult of GCA Corporation's May

may not .be meeting this rgqq}rement;a'Specifitallyi

G f{,icci's.ﬁﬁéﬁéc;iéﬁlpoged that. the ‘surface ‘impoundment ;p;q_ &
‘Well MW 2-2 had been built up so that the wéll'vaschtually_Iobateddinfafif o8

" four foot depression. This particular“situation‘élohg'ﬁith the lack of a

concrete collar around the well guard pipe could lead to surface water _
run-of f entering the well and affecting the sgmp]ing ;esu]ts. A R ¥

2. It was noted during the inspection that the veant holes in some
of the wonitoring wells were buried, specifically Wells MW A-3, and MW 5-3
vhich had water in the annulus space.  Again 1t 1s believed that this
“gituation could lead to surface water run—off entering the well annulus and

ﬁpqssibility gffecting the sampling results.
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N 3.ﬂfﬁhen peasurements 'f:well,depths"wergfnﬁae”during the_ihqpehtion.

. ‘and compared to the as-coustructed depths it revealed that all the wells in
“Area €, all but MW 5-2 in Area B, and MW 1-7 and MW _1-8 1n ‘Ares A, sppear
ito have-silted—in to a significaut degree (>2.0 feet).  The wells In '*
“which virtually the.entlre screened interval is silted-in, primarily -those

“4n Ares B, may no longsr be capsble of adequately sampling the screened
‘portion of the aquifer and hence -way not be capable of detecting groundwater
. contamination. i i T AR O A% AT T P
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4, An assessment of.tbe'hydrogeology.qf,Area B indicates that the =

creek that bisects this area receives groundwater from both the east and
the west sides of the creek. This belng the case, Area B cannot be

- designated as a true waste managerment area and should be divided into two
areas with an upgradient well added to the system to monitor the {rpoundment
on the west side of the ecreek. This re-designa§§on.of waste wanagement
sreas will also require an addftional downgradient well at the impoundment
on the west side of the ecxreek.




_LCAAP take the followil

. Departwment of Hatural Resources (MDNR).

R gy

car to be located to ‘adequate
‘address the northern and southern lagoons, it 18 felt ;hétﬁ;hésejﬁel}éf@o
not adequately ronitor possible contanination frem the tw dddle lagoons.

Although Wells MW 4-1 ‘and MW.4;3-appgar-; t

. = . i LT : e '.'-"’ \_.,;: e 25 I ,,b Rt
Based on our findings during this,;nspgcyioq‘EPA requests that
ng actions to address ‘the noted deficiencles: .-
> % ;1:- P TR s - s

.....

o R

S o R By RN s F M S RBRE
; (1) within 45 days of fgcéipt‘ofgthigﬂle:;q:ftak
that surface water does mot enter the monitoring wells.” ca
accomplished by co@ktrbc;ing'gbnétete’@ollarﬁf@rdﬁﬁd;tbeiﬁéllj;égiﬁgé"fb
promote surface zgﬁggfdg ;nage~§@éy'ff§ﬁ théﬁﬁél].éasiﬁgfﬁéﬁ,ﬁnét#lling*
new vent holes inthe guard pipééiand?iﬁbingévwhéfé‘;hé{ﬁéﬁt?ﬁoléé have .
been plugged or burfied. 7 ;i R N B R TR R S e

‘Gteps to ensure
P S et .l ==
“This can be %

- B .

(2) Within 45 days of recelpt of this letter, determine the amount %o
of silt in each well and for those wells with ‘greater than 2 feet of . P
silt, remove the silt and redevelop the wells to ensure that all fines in =
‘the vicinity of the well screen have been removed. e B Sl

- S

[ £l

: (3) iﬁmedfgzel;.aftef“réaévéloﬁing.ﬁhbsq qeljg,ﬂgééqmblé.;ﬁe ﬁé]la'i
and determine if the silt in each well was affecting préyiously obtained i
sampling resulis. Submit these sampling results to EPA’aud_Fhe Missouri

(4) within 60 days of receipt of this lettef,'add an upgradient
well and an additiomal dowvngradient well for those surface impoundments
on the west side of Area B. 2 S B ;

(5) Within 7 days after ifnstalling the wells, ééﬁpiéthem in
accordance with the requirenents of 40 C.F.R. §265.92 and submit the

Szt ol

results to BPA and MDNR. ° %

"

- st o - SR At ~ i

~. Continue t .._lionit-t;rd‘all‘ the wells ‘on the west ‘s1de of Ares'B. an A o b
geparate waste management area iu compliance with 40 C.F.R.;Part 265, - . =
Subpart F. S el - e el BATE B ey ;

EPA has reviewed the luspection tepoft'frdm'EPA's:Buﬁe 11-13, 1984,
compliance {pspection at LCAAP and your response, dated June 22, 1984, to
the Notice of Violatlon (MOV) issued during the inspection. EPA has

_determined that the following y@pla:ions_:emaig at ;ha_fﬂgili;y. -

.t o =
PR A A pa

1. The three hazardous waste surface impoundments near Building
83, designsted as items 2a, 2b, and 2c on the most recent Part A application,
had less than 2 feet of freeboard in violation of 10 CSR 25-7.011(11)(B)(2)
crosa-referenced to 40 C.F.R. §265.222.




L2, It was'not d during"the‘inspection ﬁndzdecuﬁingﬁgyin éhe NOV

Ty pa, e TSI e S AT A A 2R
iasued to LCAAP, that there was : poor : or*innhequate“c6ve§fbn surface

i

referenced to 40 C.F.R. §265, 223.; P]ease note hat 41
this citation also address inadequate or poor to&é%ﬁ’“
which were not undergoing dike: recona~ruction'
designated as Item 2c and Item’ ).

N Hénager, Safety and Environrenta] Affaira, Re;dngton rm§7 1nﬁéqy;
: 'outlin‘ng our use of enforcement descre:ion in gl]owing_LCAAP/Remincton

: In a recent conversation with EPA Waste Identification Brancb ST
petsonnel, who are respon ble for teviewing Rem.ngton é“ﬂelisting petitioﬂ A
for the hazardous {n ustrial washevater treatment a dge,-we were told <

heived any reaponse to ar letta_

. -1984 ?‘opy ]so attached "which

petition. It is the Regional Office'’s position' that our “continued use of
enforcement discretfon in this matter is contingent - npon Bemington

( Arms [LCAAP continved pursual of a decision by EPA Easte Identification
Branch on this petition., ‘Withdrawal of our discretion vou}d require that
the listed wastewater sludge be removed from the sanitgty landf111 and

L R, 10 CSR 25—4.010(1)(A) requires in par ~_.g :
waste shall evaluate their waste to determdne 1F 4t neets the defini:ion T
of a hazardous waste. . It was determined during the 1nspection ‘that waste
residues generated at the present burning ground aystgm “had not“been
evaluated to detetmine 1f*tb s Haste ‘vas hazardoas. SR

(1) U‘thin 30 days of receipt’of this letter,gteduce the !evel of
wastes in surface impoundments designated as Items 23, 2b and 2c so that
greater than 2 foot fteeboard is attained._; :

(2) Within 60 days of receipt of this letter,”enahra that all surface
{izpoundments have s protective cover to minimize wind and water erosion
and to preserve thelr structural Integrity.



This response should be sent to Ht.”Dayid Topping, Haste Identification

Branch, WH-562B, U.S.’ Environmental “Protection’ Agency, “401 Stree 5W,
Washington, DC 20660. Fai]ure to properly respond to this ]etter cou]d

é%e.pt cf“thia }g;ter‘

(4) Within 45_ daya of -x

gt

It is reques.ed that, within 30 days of xeceipt of"this lgtter and -
every 30 days thereafter, until eacb deficiency notad a§ove is complied'

ar

Please submit these T ports to David Doyle, Ait and Vaate Compl ance ;
Branch U S. EPA 324 East Eleveuth Btreet, Kansaa'Ciﬁy, Hiasouti 64106. :

e ~_ '-=r. - 3.-

If you have any questions concerning this natter, please csll
Hr. Doyle at 374-7133 - :

L 4

g Sincérely yours,

_David A. ﬁagoner _
‘ rector _ Nt
Alr and Haste Hanagement

Atta .ments .:'i'

cc: Art Fropmer. T
Hissourl Depar:néa{‘bf

and :
David Topping (9H-562B)
EPA = Washington DC ..

bee: Robert Horby WMBR
Joe Galbraith HMBB
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